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Метогапдит 
To : SAC, CHICAGO (183B-CG-2181) Date 12/21/90 

ъ7с 
Subject: GAMBAT 


OO: CHICAGO 


On 12/20/90, FRED ROTI, represented by his 
attorne and PAT MARCY, represented by his attorneys 
appeared before UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, MARVIN 
ASPEN. 


MARCY pleaded not guilty on all counts of the 
indictment against him.  ROTI also pleaded not guilty on all 
counts of the indictment against him. 


JUDGE ASPEN set a firm trial date of September 4, 
1991, for both subjects. А "204" conference was set for fifteen 
days from 12/20/90, or 1/4/91. Pre-trial motions will be heard 
fifteen days after the "204" conference, or 1/21/91. Government 
responses to the motions will be heard fifteen days after the 
motions, or 2/5/91. Status call was set for 11 o'clock on March 
29, 1991. 


Release bonds were set for MARCY in the amount of 
$500,000 and for ROTI in the amount of $250,000. 
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SEU | 0.8. Department of Justice 


United States Attorney 
Northern District of Illinois 


Dirksen Federal Building 
219 South Dearborn Street, Room 1500 
Chicago, Шіпоіѕ 60604 
Contact: Barbara Lazarus December 19, 1990 
(312-353-5318) 


INFORMATION RELEASE 
CHICAGO -- Attorney General Dick Thornburgh today announced 


that a former Cook County Circuit Court Judge, a State Senator, 


a Chicago alderman, and two others have been charged in three ^ ^ 


separate indictments with crimes related to corruption in the Cook 
County Circuit Court, the Illinois State Senate, and the Chicago 
City Council. 

Today's indictments, the first to result from ап FBI 
undercover operation codenamed Operation Gambat, charge Pasquale 
(Pat) Marcy, Alderman Fred Roti, Former Judge David J. Shields, 
Pasquale (Pat) F. De Leo, and State Senator John A. D'Arco, Jr. 
with bribery, extortion, and various counts of "fixing" official 
decisions. 

"Judges who sell their public integrity for a few dollars 
disgrace themselves and in the process diminish the rule of law and 
the conduct of representative government," Thornburgh said. 

"Fortunately for the defendants, this case will be decided by 
an impartial jury rather than a corrupt public official who's been 
paid- off to guarantee the outcome." 

Marcy is charged with "fixing" the 1977 murder trial of Harry 


Aleman by having $10,000 paid to the judge assigned to hear the 
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саве. Магсу and Roti аге charged with fixing the 1981 murder 
trials of Lenny Chow, Sik Chin and Hung Tang. Shields and De Leo 
are charged with taking $11,000 to "fix" a civil case filed before 
Judge Shields in 1988. 

State Senator D'Arco is charged with accepting $7500 in 
exchange for promising to introduce into the legislature a bill to 
allow a travel insurance business to sell insurance without the 
required state licenses. 

Thornburgh made the announcement at a joint news conference 
here today with FBI Director William Sessions; U.S. Attorney Fred’ 
Foreman, Chicago FBI Special Agent in Charge Delbert N. Dilbeck, 
and John Imhoff, Jr., Chief, Criminal Investigation Division, 
Internal Revenue Service (IRS). Тһе Attorney General praised the 
cooperative work of the Office of the U.S. Attorney, the FBI and 
IRS in this investigation and prosecution. 

"Last year the Department of Justice secured the conviction 
of a record 1,149 corrupt public officials and their associates," 


Thornburgh noted. 


"These indictments; coupled with others this year are tangible ~ 


proof of our continued effort to keep the business of 
representative government free from those who would abuse the 
public trust." 

U.S. Attorney Foreman said, "Corruption in our courts and in 
our legislatures strikes at the heart of our government and at the 


faith our citizens have in our government. We are dismayed that 


this corruption remains, especially at such high levels, and are 
determined to eliminate it." | 

All three of today's indictments grow out of the activities 
of Robert J. Cooley, an attorney who cooperated in Operation 
Gambat. The Operation Gambat investigation is continuing. 
The Indictment of Marcy and Roti 

In the first indictment filed today, Pasquale Marcy and Fred 
Roti are charged with racketeering, racketeering conspiracy, 


bribery, extortion, and interstate travel in aid of racketeering. 


The charges "against. Marcy and Roti. allege that аз рагі of ап’ "^ 


association of individuals commonly known as the "First Ward," they 
fixed various official decisions, including the results in criminal 
bench trials in state court, civil cases in state court, zoning 
changes in the City of Chicago, and the appointment of an Associate 
Judge to the bench of the Circuit Court of Cook. County. It is 
alleged that they did so on behalf of colleagues, business 
associates and others willing to pay the price. 


Pasquale Marcy, 77, is the Secretary of the First Ward Regular 


Democratic Organization. . Не resides. .at 1223 „Тпд1ап Trail,...... 


Hinsdale, Illinois. Fred Roti, 70, has been the alderman for the 
First Ward since 1969. He resides at 231 W. 25th, Chicago, 
Illinois. 

The indictment of Marcy and Roti contains fourteen counts and 
alleges six different instances of wrongdoing. The first two 
instances are the allegations that Marcy fixed the murder trial of 


Harry Aleman in 1977, and that Marcy and Roti fixed the murder 
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trial of Lenny Chow and others іп 1981. Іп the 1981 case, Marcy 
and Roti are alleged to have taken $75,000 on the understanding 
that they would pay the judge assigned to the case. Like Aleman 
in 1977, Chow and his co-defendants in 1981 were acquitted in 
bench trials in Cook County Circuit Court. 

Also according to the indictment, Marcy took money to fix the 
trial of Michael Colella in the Circuit Court of Cook County in 
1986. Со1е11а was charged with attempted murder and aggravated 


battery. He was acquitted after a highly publicized bench trial. 


The indictment next alleges that “Marcy and Roti extorted and ^^ 


accepted $7500 from Cooley in May and June, 1989, in exchange for 
Roti's support for a proposed zoning change at 400 N. Racine Avenue 
in Chicago. According to the indictment, the owners of the 
property at 400 N. Racine and their attorney legitimately sought 
a zoning change through Roti, their alderman, who referred them to 
Cooley. Thereafter, the indictment charges, Cooley paid Marcy and 
Roti $7500 in exchange for promises of assistance. Neither the 
owners nor their attorney were involved in any wrongdoing. 

1989, Marcy solicited and agreed to accept money in order to obtain 
an Associate Judgeship in the Circuit Court of Cook County for an 
unnamed person. According to the indictment, Marcy made the 
agreement with a relative of the person seeking the judgeship. Тһе 
indictment charges that thereafter, Marcy made successful efforts 


to obtain a judgeship for that person. 


Finally, Marcy and Roti аге charged in the indictment with 
taking $10,000 from Cooley in June and July, 1989, in exchange for 
promising to influence the performance of the judge assigned to the 
case of Eldrid e v. Carr, and another unnamed judge. The case of 
ОЕ vo tart was filed by the FBI as part of its undercover 
investigation. Cooley represented the defendant. Тһе indictment 
further alleges that after first agreeing to accept the money, 
Marcy and Roti successfully made efforts to advise the assigned 


judge, through another judge, of how to handle the case. 


Based on these allegations, the indictment charges Marcy and "^ 


Roti with racketeering and racketeering conspiracy, as well as a 
series of other federal offenses. The racketeering and the 
racketeering conspiracy charges each carry a maximum penalty of 20 
years iuprisonmdnt and a fine of $250,000. Marcy is also charged 
in six counts alleging violations of 18 U.S.C. 5 666 (a bribery 
Statute), five counts of extortion in violation of 18 U.S.C. 6 1951 
(known as the Hobbs Act), and one count of interstate travel in aid 


of racketeering, in violation of 18 U.S.C. S 1952 (known as the 


Travel Act). Іп addition to the racketeering charges, Roti is also. . > - 


charged with five violations of Section 666, and. four violations 
of Section 1951. The maximum penalty for a violation of Section 
666 is 10 years imprisonment and a fine of $250,000; the maximum 
penalty for a violation of the Hobbs Act is 20 years imprisonment 
and a fine of $250,000; and the maximum penalty for а violation of 
the Travel Act is five years imprisonment and a fine of $250,000. 


These charges produce a total exposure for Marcy of 205 years 


imprisonment and a fine of $3,500,000, and а total exposure for 
Roti of 170 years imprisonment and a fine of $2,750,000. 
The Indictment of Shields and DeLeo 

The second indictment charges David J. Shields and Pasquale 
F. De Leo on charges of extortion, false statements, and interstate 
travel in aid of racketeering. Shields, 58, of 15 Overlook Drive, 
Golf, Illinois, was, until defeated for re-election in November, 
the Presiding Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Chancery 


Division. De Leo, 45, of 720 S. May in Chicago, is an attorney and 


a partner in.the law. firm of.Kugler, De Leo and D'Arco, located at. с: 


One North La Salle St. 

Shields and DeLeo are charged in a seven count indictment. 
According to the indictment, Cooley represented the plaintiff in 
a case called Nichols v. Wilson, which was filed in the Chancery 
Division as part of the FBI's undercover investigation. The 
plaintiff, the defendant and the attorney for the defendant were 
all agents of the FBI acting in undercover capacities. Through the 
normal procedures of the Chancery Division, the case was assigned 
to Judge Shields. | | | ЕТИ | 

Тһе ЗЕЕ alleges that on August 16, 1988, when Cooley 
met with De Leo to seek De Leo's assistance with the case, De Leo 
told Cooley that Shields would "do whatever we want" and that all 
Shields was worried about is money. Between August 16 and August 
19, Cooley agreed to pay and did pay De Leo $2500 for delivery to 
Shields in exchange for favorable treatment on a motion Cooley was 


filing on behalf of the plaintiff in the undercover case, Nichols 
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v. Wilson. Тһе motion was heard on August 19. Prior to the 
hearing, De Leo met with Shields. At the hearing, Shields granted 
Cooley's motion. The undercover case alleged a dispute between two 
business partners, and the motion filed by Cooley and granted by 


Shields sought a temporary restraining order I prohibiting the 


defendant in the undercover case from transferring money out of a 
bank account. | 
| 

Again according to the indictment, at све request of the 

defendant in Nichols v. Wilson, a preliminary injunction hearing 


was held on August 30, 1988. On August 24, De Leo'told Cooley «нае ^^" ^"^" 


he would make sure Shields ruled in Cooley's favor, and Cooley 


agreed to pay and did later pay De Leo a second $2500 for delivery 


'to Shields. At the hearing on August 30, Shields granted a 


preliminary injunction in favor of Cooley that further prohibited 
the defendant in the undercover case from transferring the disputed 
money. | 

On August 31, the indictment further alleges, De Leo went to 


Judge Shields' chambers with an envelope and paid Shields. After 


Shields said "thank. you, ". Shields and De Leo discussed how. "nice"... s 


it was "to have the inside track." 


| 
i 


It is also alleged in the indictment that the. defendant in the 


undercover case filed a motion in early September, 1988, seeking 
1 


release of part of the money frozen by the court's earlier orders. 
1 


1 


De Leo told Cooley that the motion was "no problem" because Shields 


was "doing somersaults" after the last payoff. Cooley told De Leo 


that all he needed іп order to induce a favorable settlement was 
to have the motion postponed. | 

Again according to the indictment, before the scheduled 
hearing on the motion on September 2, 1988, De Led told Shields to 
"stall it ‘till next week and the case will be settled." Shields 
replied: "Allright." Shields then went into the courtroom and 
continued the motion until the following week. | | 

Later in September, 1988, according to the indictment, Cooley 


paid De Leo $6000. $5000 of the money was for De Пео"5 assistance 


and the remaining $1000 was delivered by De Leo to Shields; ^  ^/ ^«^ T 


Two FBI agents interviewed Shields on October 10, 1988. Тһе 

I 
agents told Shields they had received a letter complaining about 
the handling of Nichols v. Wilson. During the interview, the 


indictment alleges, Shields falsely claimed that lhe had spoken to 


no one about the case except the attorneys for the parties and 
falsely denied talking to any other attorneys or private citizens 


about the case. Afterwards, the indictment further charges, 


р 
Shields told De Leo about the interview but assured De Leo that the 


agents were not "hot" or "оп him." 


- 
According to the indictment, Shields was interviewed again by 

1 
the FBI on November 30, 1989. At that time, һе falsely denied 


having any recollection of speaking to De Leo about Nichols v. 
Wilson. 
Based on these allegations, the indictment chárges Shields and 


De Leo with conspiracy to violate the Hobbs Act (which prohibits 


extortion under color of official right) and three substantive 


e e 


violations of the Hobbs Act: one for the $2500 |payo£f on August 
19, 1988, one for the $2500 payoff on August 30, 1988, and one for 
the $6000 payoff on September 22, 1988. Each of those four counts 
carries a maximum penalty of 20 years imprisonment and a fine of 
$250,000. Both defendants are also charged with a violation of 


the Travel Act, which prohibits travel in interstate commerce that 
facilitates acts of racketeering, such as bribery. The maximum 
penalty for violations of the Travel Act is five years imprisonment 


and a fine of $250,000. Shields is named alone in two counts for 


violating 18 U.S.C. §-1001 by lying to the ЕВГ. оп October 10, 12988-2-----: 


and November 30, 1989. The Section 1001 counts each carry a 
maximum penalty of 5 years imprisonment and a fine of $250,000. 
Shields therefore faces total maximum penalties of 95 years 
imprisonment and a fine of $1,750,000; Deben! face 85 years 
imprisonment and a fine of $1,250,000. | 
The Indictment of D'Arco 

John A. D'Arco, Jr. is charged in the third indictment with 


extortion and tax fraud. D’Arco, 46, has been an Illinois State 


І 
Senator for thirteen years,.. and is а member. of the,Senate's. |... 


Insurance Committee. He resides at 1169 S. Plymouth, Chicago, 


Illinois. 


State Senator D'Arco represents the 10th District and is a 
member of the Senate's Insurance Committee. The indictment alleges 
that he used his official position to extort $7500 in exchange for 


agreeing to pass legislation and in exchange for| providing other 
| 


assistance in his official capacity. According to the indictment, 
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the money came from Robert J. Cooley, who was acting in an 
undercover capacity. It is alleged that he received $5000 of this 
money in 1988, but did not report that income оп his 1988 tax 
return. | 

The indictment alleges that in his undercover|capacity, Cooley 
purported to represent a company seeking permission for travel 
agents to sell a package of travel-related insurance beyond what 
was permitted by Illinois statutes without a certain type of 


license. Accordingly, the indictment explains, Cooley sought from 


D'Arco on behalf of this.purported company either the passage of: от: 


a bill in the Illinois legislature that would expand an existing 
exemption from the licensing requirement, or some other official 
action. 

It is further alleged in the indictment that|D'Arco agreed to 
introduce legislation and provide other official assistance in 
exchange for money. More specifically, the indictment charges that 
on October 31, 1988, D'Arco told Cooley that "there's no need to 


worry, we get things done," and that people in Springfield would 


not get nervous "as long as you pay cash." Оп December 23, 1988, | 20 


according to the indictment, D'Arco accepted $5000 from Cooley, 


someone else to 


{ 
і 
i 
1 


explaining that he would give Cooley's bill to 
sponsor, so that he would not appear to be involved and so that 
someone else would take "the heat." 

Continuing with the allegations of the indictment, D'Arco is 


charged with telling Cooley on August 25, 1989, that D'Arco "could 


probably handle" the bill Cooley purportedly wanted passed. The 


10 


indictment charges that when asked on that date if he was the 
chairman of the Senate's Insurance Committee, D'Arco responded: "I 
got more power than that ... I'm bigger than that." It is also 
alleged in the indictment that D'Arco told Cooley that he preferred 
waiting to introduce the legislation until the regular legislative 
session in the spring of 1990. According to the indictment, D'Arco 
explained that "When I'm in the regular legislative session its one 
bill out of 10,000; who gives a shit." Тһе indictment also alleges 
that D'Arco told Cooley to charge his client an additional $10,000 
for "expenses."... o.s 2 oou Levee sous оная ctn Mendes ес 
Also according to the indictment, on September 14, 1989, 
D'Arco accepted an additional $2500 from Cooley and promised to 
"get started on it." Тһе indictment then alleges that on September 
27, 1989, D'Arco promised to pass legislation іп «һе spring, when 
he could "slip something in and nobody will know! the difference." 
But D'Arco added, in the words of the indictment, that he had 


spoken to the Director of Insurance, who would approve the sale of 


the insurance even without the legislation. According to the 


indictment, D'Arco and Cooley agreed to divide! Cooley's fee of ... 


$50,000 to $60,000, after deducting expenses, апд D'Arco agreed to 


obtain the approval of the Insurance Commissioner during 1989 and 


then pass the legislation in the spring of 1990.; The Director of 
Insurance did not participate in any wrongdoing. 


No legislation was actually introduced.  Cooley's undercover 


activities were made public prior to the spring of 1990. 


l 
i 
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According to the indictment, D'Arco wilfully and knowingly 
filed a false federal income tax return for 1988. It is alleged 
that he underreported his income by $5,000. | | 

Based on these allegations, D'Arco is charged with two counts 
of extortion and one count of tax fraud. Тһе maximum penalty for 
tax fraud is three years imprisonment and a fine of $250,000. 
Including the penalties for extortion set forth above, D'Arco faces 
a total maximum sentence of 43 years imprisonment and a fine of 


$750,000. 


U.S. Attorney Foreman’ lauded the “work of the PBI and its ^" 


Public Corruption Squad, under the direction of Supervisory Special 
Agent David Grossman. Foreman also praised the work of one of the 
FBI's organized crime squads under the direction of Supervisory 
Special Agent Robert Reilley, and the work of Internal Revenue 
Service Special Agents Dennis Czurylo and William Doukas. In 
addition to singling out federal law enforcement personnel, Foreman 
expressed great appreciation for the cooperation given by the Cook 


County State's Attorney's Office, both under the direction of now- 


Mayor Richard M. Daley and continuing under the direction of former -= =- - 


State's Attorney Cecil Partee. Finally, Foreman singled out for 
| 

praise the exemplary assistance provided by Clerk of the Circuit 

Court Aurelia Pucinski and her staff. 

Assistant United States Attorneys Thomas M. Durkin and Michael 


J. Shepard prepared the charges and will try the cases in the 


United States District Court in Chicago. | 


Ф e 
1 


Members of the public are reminded that the indictments аге 


only charges and are not evidence of guilt. Each defendant is 


entitled to a fair trial at which it will be the government's 
t. 


burden to prove his guilt beyond a reasonable doub 


END | 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
EASTERN DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
у. №. 
Violations: Title 18, 
United States Code, 
Sections 1341,| 1951, 1962 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI 


мМ МУ МУ МУ МУ МУ 


COUNT ONE 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY charges: 
1. At all times material to this indictment: 

(A) There were in force and effect criminal statutes of 
the State of Illinois involving bribery, including Illinois Revised 
Statutes, Chapter 38, Sections 33-1(a)-(e), the violation of which 
was punishable by imprisonment for more than one year. Chapter 38, 
Sections 33-1(а)-(4) are provided as follows: 

33-1  Bribery 

$33-1 Bribery. А person commits bribery when: 


(а) With intent to influence the performance 
of any act related to the employment or 
function of апу public officer, public 
employee, juror or witness, he promises or 
tenders to that person any property or personal 
advantage which he is not authorized by law to 
accept; or (b) With intent to influence the 
performance of апу act related to the 
employment or function of any public officer, 
public employee, juror or witness, he promises 
or tenders to one whom he believes to be a 
public officer, public employee, juror or 
witness, any property or personat—advantage - - 
which а public officer, public employee,| juror 
or witness would not be authorized by law to 
accept; or (c) With intent to cause any person 
to influence the performance of any act related 
to the employment or function of any public 


в В e 


officer, public employee, juror or witness, he 
promises or tenders to that person any property 
or personal advantage which he is not 
authorized by law to accept; or (а) НЕ 
receives, retains or agrees to accept апу 
property or personal advantage which he is not 
authorized by law to accept knowing that such 
property or personal advantage was promised or 
tendered with intent to cause him to influence 
the performance of any act related to the 
employment or function of any public officer, 
public employee, juror or witness; 


Prior to January 1, 1986, Chapter 38, Section 
33-1(е) provides as follows: 


533-1. Bribery. A person commits bribery 
when: 
(е) Не solicits any property ог personal 


advantage which he is not authorized by law to 
accept pursuant to an understanding that he 
shall influence the performance of any act 
related to the employment or function of any 
public officer, public employee or juror. 


At all times since January 1, 1986, Chapter|38, Section 33- 

l(e) provided as follows: 
$33-1 Bribery. A person commits bribery when: 

(e) He solicits, receives, retains, or agrees 

to accept any property or personal advantage 

pursuant to an understanding that he|shall 
improperly influence or attempt to influence 

the performance of any act related to the 
employment or function of any public officer, 

public employee, juror or witness. 

(B) There was in force and effect a federal mail fraud 
statute, Title 18, United States Code, Section 1341, which 
prohibited, in pertinent part, the use of the United States mails 


for the purpose of executing or attempting to execute "any scheme 


or artifice to defraud". Starting on November 19, 1988, the term 


"scheme or artifice to defraud" included a scheme or artifice to 


+ 
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deprive another of the intangible right of honest services. 
(C) There was in force and effect a federal statute, Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1951, that prohibited extortion and 
attempted extortion that affected interstate commerce through the 
use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm and under the 
color of official right. 
(D) There was in force and effect a federal bribery statute, 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 666 that prohibited corruptly 
soliciting, demanding or accepting bribes in connection with 
certain business before certain local government agencies, nd that 
prohibited corruptly giving, offering, or agreeing to give such 
bribes. 
(E) There was in force and effect a federal statute, Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1952, that prohibited the use of 
any facility in interstate or foreign commerce;with intent to 
promote, manage, establish, carry on, or facilitáte extortion or 
bribery in violation of federal or Illinois law. 
2. At all times material to this indictment: 
(A) Defendant Pasquale Marcy held the position of 
Secretary for the First Ward Democratic Organization and principal 
stockholder of ANCO Insurance Co., Inc. 
(B) Defendant Fred Roti was the Alderman representing 
the First Ward in the City Council of the City of Chicago. 
(C) The Chicago City Council was the legislative branch 


of the City of Chicago and was comprised of aldermen representing 


the 50 wards of the City. The City of Chicago réceived benefits 


in excess of $10,000 annually in federal funds under numerous 
federal programs. 
1. The responsibilities of the jaldermen in the 

City Council were wide-ranging, and included voting on proposed 
changes in zoning. 
2. The First Ward, one of the 50 wards of the 

City, was located in and around the downtown, Chinatown, and Taylor 
Street areas. 
(D) The Circuit Court of Cook County was a governmental 

body authorized and empowered under the Constitution and laws of 
the State of Illinois to hear and decide various legal actions and 
proceedings arising in the County of Cook in the State of Illinois. 
The Circuit Court of Cook County received benefits in excess of 
$10,000 annually in federal funds under a program administered 
through the United States Department of Health and Human Services. 
1. Тһе Circuit Court of Cook County was divided 

into various divisions, including the following: 
(a) The Chancery Division of the Circuit Court 

of Cook County was responsible for hearing certain types of cases 
filed in the Circuit Court of Cook County, including cases seeking 
injunctions and/or temporary restraining orders. Included among 
these cases was Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, which was filed as 
part of an undercover investigation by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI). Robert J. Cooley, an attorney cooperating 


with the FBI, represented the defendant in that case. The 


plaintiff, the defendant and the attorney for the plaintiff were 


all FBI agents acting in undercover capacities. | The dispute in 
Eldridge v. Carr was of a value in excess of 5100;000. 

(b) The Criminal Division of the Circuit Court 
of Cook County was responsible for hearing criminal cases arising 
in Cook County. Included among those cases were People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, a case charging 


murder in which the defendant was acquitted in a bench trial in May 


1977; People of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, 81 C 4020, 
a case charging murder in which the defendants were acquitted in 
a bench trial in August, 1981, and People of the State of Illinois 
v. Michael Colella, 85 C 325, a case charging attempted murder and 
aggravated battery in which the defendant was acquitted in a bench 
trial in February, 1986. None of these criminal |cases were part 
of any undercover investigation by the FBI. 
2. Full Circuit Judges of the Circuit Court of 
Cook County were elected by the voting public and|were agents and 
employees of the Circuit Court of Cook County. Тһе elected ааа 
voted on Sehere ВЕНЕ the position of Associate Judge of the 
Circuit Court of Cook County. Тһе full circuit) judges vote оп 
Associate Judges from a list of candidates selected by a committee 
of judges. Associate Judges in 1989 were paid $75,113 per year. 
3. It was improper for а Circuit Court Judge, 
under the Code of Judicial Conduct, to accept money in exchange for 
the performance of judicial duties. It was also improper, among 
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other things, for the judge to permit ex parte or other поп- 


| 
judicial communications to the judge concerning а pending 


proceeding, and it was improper for а judge to convey ог permit 
others to convey the impression that they were in a special 
position to influence the judge. 
(E) Тһе process of obtaining a zoning change in the City 
of Chicago included the review of the proposed change by the 
Department of Planning of the City of Chicago, review by the Zoning 
Committee of City Council of the City of Chicago,| and then review 
by the City Council as a whole. Both in the zoning committee and 
in the council as a whole, aldermen defer to the wishes of the 
particular alderman in whose ward the property is located. Іп the 
spring of 1989, the owners of a property located at 400 N. Racine 
legitimately sought a zoning change on their property, which was 
located in the First Ward. The value of the improvements sought 
to be made through the zoning change was in the millions of 
dollars. 
3. At all times material to this indictment, defendant 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were an "enterprise", as that term is 
defined by Title 18, United States Code, Section 1961(4), that is 
a group of individuals associated in fact. Тһе enterprise engaged 
in, and its activities affected, interstate commerce. 
4. From in or about 1977, until on or about November 30, 
1989, at Chicago and elsewhere, in the Northern District of 
Illinois, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI 


defendants herein, together with others known and unknown to the 


grand jury, being persons associated with the enterprise described 
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іп paragraph 3 above, did knowingly conspire and agree, together 
with others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, to conduct and 
participate in the conduct of the affairs of that enterprise, 
directly and indirectly, through a pattern lof racketeering 
activity, as that term is defined in Title 18, United States 
Code,Section 1961, said racketeering activity consisting of 
multiple acts involving bribery under Illinois law, and bribery, 
travel in aid of racketeering, and extortion under federal law. 
5. It was part of the conspiracy that defendants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI did corruptly fix and agree to fix, on behalf 
of colleagues, business associates and others willing to pay the 
price, various official decisions, including |the results іп 
criminal bench trials, civil cases, zoning changes, liquor license 
applications, and judicial appointments. 
6. It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1977 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY directed and paid for the fixing of the 
"murder charge in People of the State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 
76 C 6958, through a bribe to the judge hearing the case in order 
to insure Aleman's acquittal. 
7. It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1981, 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI directed and accepted money 
to pay for the fixing of the murder charges in People of the State 
of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, 81 C 4020, through a bribe to the judge 
hearing the case in order to assure the acquittal of the defendants 


charged in that case. 


8. It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1986, 


defendant PASQUALE MARCY arranged for the fixing of the attempted 


murder and aggravated battery charges in People lof the State of 


Illinois v.Michael Colella, 85 C 325, through a bribe to the judge 
hearing the case in order to assure Colella's acquittal. 

9. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
May, 1989 through October, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED 
ROTI took $10,000 in exchange for their assistance in obtaining a 
zoning change and related approvals for a property located at 400 
N. Racine, Chicago, Illinois. 

10. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
June and July, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY sold a Cook County 
Circuit Court Associate Judgeship in that he agreed to accept and 
tender a bribe from a relative of a person seeking a position as 
an Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, and then 
successfully made efforts to obtain a judgeship for that person. 

11. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
June and July, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY апа ЕКЕО ROTI agreed 
to accept and did accept bribes from Robert J. Cooley to tender to 
the judge assigned to Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and to another 


| case, and then 


judge in order to affect the result in that 
successfully made efforts to advise the assigned judge, through the 
other judge, of how to handle the case. 

12. It was further part of the conspiracy that the 
conspirators would conceal, misrepresent and hide; and cause to be 
concealed, misrepresented and hidden, the existence, propose and 


acts done in furtherance of the conspiracy. 


All іп violation of Title 18, 


1962(d). 


р 
1 


United States Code, Section 


COUNT TWO . | 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 

1. The Grand Jury геа11едев and incorporates by reference 
paragraphs 1(А)-(С), 2(А)-(Е) and 3 of Count One of this 
indictment. | 

2. From in or about 1977, until on or about November 30, 
1989, at Chicago and elsewhere, in the Northern District of 
Illinois, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, being persons associated with the enterprise 
describe din paragraph 3 of Count one, did knowingly conduct and 
participate, directly and indirectly, in the conduct of the affairs 
of that enterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity, as 
that term is defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1961, 
which racketeering activity consisted of multiple acts involving 
_bribery under Illinois law, and bribery, bribery, extortion and 
interstate transport in aid of racketeering under federal law. 
Specifically, the pattern of racketeering activity engaged in by 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI consisted of the following 
acts: 
RACKETEERING АСТ NUMBER 1 
In or about May, June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendants 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI, together with others known and 
unknown to the grand jury, did commit and cause %о be committed 
bribery in violation of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., 


Chapter 38, Section 33-1, and in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 
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666, in that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did commit the 
following acts, any one of which alone constitutes Racketeering Act 
One: 

(A) On or about June 27-29, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI solicited and agreed to accept $10,000 pursuant to 
an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI would 
improperly influence or attempt to influence the performance of 
acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to 
the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732. 

(B) On or about June 29, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $2500 
pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County assigned to the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732. 

(C) On or about July 7, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $3500 
pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County assigned to the case of Eldridge v. Carr, в СН 03732. 

(D) Оп ог about July 10, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $4000 
pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt m influence the 


Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of 
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Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732. 

(E) On or about June 27-29, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI corruptly agreed to give $2500 to the judge assigned 
to the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732 and to another judge, 
with intent ға influence or reward the judge(s) in connection with 
Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732. 

RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 2 

In or about May, June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendants 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did commit and cause to be committed 
bribery in violation of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., 
Chapter 38, Section 33-1, together with others known and unknown 
to the grand jury, and in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 666, and 
extortion in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section! 1951, іп that 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did commit the following 
acts, any one of which alone constitutes Racketeering Act Two: 

(А) On or about Мау 23-June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI did agree to accept $7500 which defendants 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law to accept, 
knowing that such money was promised and tendered with intent to 
cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to influence the 
performance of acts related to a proposed zoning cHange and related 
approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL. 

(В) Оп or about June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 

| 

FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $500 which 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 


to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
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intent to cause defendants PASQUALE. MARCY апа FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL. 

(C) On or about June 8, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $3500 which 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 
to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to а ргорозед zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 М. RAcine, 
Сһісадо, 11. 

(D) Оп or about June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $3500, which 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 
to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL. 

(E) On or about May 23-June 5, 1989, deféndants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI, defendant FRED ROTI being an agent of the City 
of Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand апа адгее to accept 
$7500 from Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to 
be influenced in connection with the proposed zoning change and 


related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL. 
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(Е) On or about June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, defendant FRED ROTI being ап адеп! оғ the City of 
Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand, and accept and agree to 
accept $500 from Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED 
ROTI to be influenced in connection with the proposed zoning change 
and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL. 

(6) Оп or about June 18, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, defendant FRED ROTI being an agent|,of the City of 
Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand, and accept and agree to 
accept $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED 
ROTI to be influenced in connection with the proposed zoning change 
and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL. 

(H) Оп or about June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, defendant FRED ROTI being ап agent|of the City of 
CHicago, did corruptly solicit and demand, and accept and agree to 
accept $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED 
ROTI to be influenced in connection with the proposed zoning change 
and related approvals for 400 М. Racine, Chicago, IL. 

(I) On or about May 23-June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI did willfully, knowingly, and unlawfully 
combine, conspire, confederate and agree to commit extortion, which 
extortion would obstruct, delay, and affect commerce, as 
"extortion" and "commerce" are defined in Title 18 United States 
Code, Section 1951, in that they agreed among themselves to obtain 
$7500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said consent being 


induced under color of official right and by wrongful use of fear 
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of economic harm. 

(J) On or about June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected Conmneitó. as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of fear of economic harm. 

(K) On or about June 8, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of fear of economic harm. 

(1) On or about June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully àttempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of fear of economic harm. 


RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 3 
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In or about June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendant 
PASQUALE MARCY, together with others known and unknown to the grand 
jury, did commit and cause to be committed bribery in violation of 
the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33- 
1, and in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 666, and extortion in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 1951, and use of an interstate 
facility in aid of racketeering, in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 
1952, in that defendant PASQUALE MARCY did commit the following 
Acts, any one of which constitutes Racketeering Act Three: 

(A) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
solicit and agree to accept money pursuant to an understanding that 
he shall improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of any act related to the employment of any public 
officer, namely the selection of an Associate Judge of the Circuit 
Court of Cook County. 

(B) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
agree to give money to a person, with intent to influence and 
reward an agent of the Circuit Court of Cook County, in connection 
with the selection of an Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of 
Cook County. 

(C) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit extortion, 
which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and affected 
commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce? are defined іп 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that he solicited 


a payment from a relative of someone seeking іо be selected as 


1 
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Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, said consent 
being induced under color of official right and by wrongful use of 
fear of economic harm. 
(D) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
use a facility in interstate or foreign commerce, namely interstate 
and foreign telephone facilities, with intent to promote, manage, 
establish, carry on and facilitate extortion апа bribery іп 
violation of the laws of the United States and the State of 
Illinois, and thereafter did perform and attempt; to perform acts 
to promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate extortion 
and bribery; in violation of the laws of the United States and 
State of Illinois. 
RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 4 
In or about 1985 and 1986, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY, together with others known and unknown to|the grand jury, 
did commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation of the 
Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat. Chapter 38, Section 33-1, and 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 666, in that defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY did commit the following acts, any опе of which alone 
constitutes RACKETEERING ACT FOUR: 
(A) In or about 1985 and 1986, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY, with the intent to influence the performance of any act 
related to the employment or function of a public| officer, namely 
the conduct and decision by the judge assigned to the trial of 


People of the State of Illinois v. Michael Colella, 85 C 325, 
defendant PASQUALE MARCY promised and tendered money to that judge, 
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which the judge was not authorized by law to accept. 
(B) In or about 1985 and 1986, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY corruptly agreed to give money to the judge| assigned to the 


case of People of the State of Illinois v. Michael Colella, with 


intent to influence or reward the judge in connection with that 
case, the result of which had a value well in excess of $5000. 
RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER FIVE 
In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, together with others known and unknown to the grand 
jury, did commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation 
of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. REv. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 
33-1, and interstate transportation in aid of ;racketeering іп 
violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 1952, in that defendants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI did commit the following acts, апу one of which 
alone constitutes RACKETEERING ACT FIVE: 
(A) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY, 
and FRED ROTI solicited and agreed to accept $75,000 [$100,000?] 
which they were not authorized by law to accept, pursuant to an 
understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and|FRED ROTI would 
influence the performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court 
of Cook County assigned to the case of People of the State of 
Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al., 80 C 4020. 
(B) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept 
$40,000 which they were not authorized by law to accept, pursuant 


to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI 
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would influence the performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit 


Court of Cook County assigned to the case of People of the State 


of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al. 80 C 4020. 
(C) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 


and FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept 
$35,000, which they were not authorized by law to accept, pursuant 
to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI 
would influence the performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit 
Court of Cook County assigned to the case of People of the State 
of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al. 80 C 4020. 

(D) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI, with the intent to influence the performance of any 
act related to the employment of a public officer, namely the 
conduct and decision by the judge assigned to the trial of People 
of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al., 80 C 4020, 
defendant PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI promised and tendered money 
to that judge, which the judge was not authorized by law to accept. 

(E) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI did cause Robert J. Cooley to travel in interstate 
commerce, with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on and 
facilitate bribery in violation of the laws of the State of 
Illinois, and thereafter did perform and attempt) to perform acts 
to promote, manage, establish carry on or carry on and facilitate 
bribery in violation of the laws of the State of Illinois, and 
thereafter did perform and attempt to perform acts to promote, 


manage, establish carry on or facilitate bribery under the laws of 
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Ф Ф 
the State of Illinois. 
RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER SIX | 

In or about 1976 and 1977, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY, together with others known and unknown to the grand jury did 
commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation of the 
Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33 3- 
1, in that defendant PASQUALE MARCY did commit the following acts, 
any one of which alone constitutes RACKETEERING ACT SIX: 

(A) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence| the performance 
of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
officer, namely the conduct and decision by the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harry 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, defendant PASQUALE MARCY promised $10,000 to 
Robert J. Cooley, which money he was not authorized to accept. 

(B) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence, the performance 
of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
officer, namely the conduct and decision by the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harr 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, defendant PASQUALE MARCY promised and tendered 
$2500 to Robert J. Cooley, which money he was not authorized to 
accept. 

(C) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence| the performance 


of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
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officer, namely the conduct and decision Бу the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harry 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, defendant PASQUALE MARCY promised and tendered 
$7500 to Robert J. Cooley, which money he was not authorized to 
accept. 

(D) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, with 
intent to influence the performance of an act, related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 
decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial lof People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman 76 C 6959, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY promised $10,000 to that judge, which money he was not 
authorized to accept. 

(E) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY with 
intent to influence the performance of ап ас: related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 
| decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial of People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, defendant PASQUALE 


MARCY tendered $2500 to that judge, which money he was not 


authorized to accept. 

(F) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY with 
intent to influence the performance of an act | related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 
decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial of People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, defendant PASQUALE 


MARCY tendered $7500 to that judge, which money he was not 


authorized to accept. 


All in violation of Title 18, 


1962(c). 
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United States Code, 


Section 


COUNT THREE 


The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 


paragraph 2D of Count One. 


2. In or about May, June and July, 1989, at Chicago, in the 


NOrthern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, corruptly agreed to give $2500 


to the judges of 


the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of Eldridge 


v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and to another judge, 
influence and reward the assigned judge and the 


connection with the business, transactions, 


with intent to 
other judge in 


and series of 


transactions before the Court in the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 


CH 03732; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code 


, Section 666. 


COUNT FOUR 


The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


i. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 


paragraphs 2C and 2E of Count One. 


2. From on or about May 23, 1989 to on or about June 5, 


1989, at Chicago, in the Northern District of I 
Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


llinois, Eastern 


defendants herein, defendant FRED ROTI, being an àgent of the City 


of Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand for their benefit, and 


agree to accept $7500 from Robert J. Cooley 


, intending for 


defendant FRED ROTI to be influenced in connection with the 


business, transactions, and series of transactions relating to the 


proposed zoning change and related approvals for 400 М. Racine, 


Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT FIVE 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges апа incorporates in this Count 
paragraphs 2C and 2E of Count One. 
2. From on or about June 5, 1989, at Chicago, in the 
Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, defendant FRED ROTI, being an agent of the City 
of Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand for their benefit, and 
did corruptly accept and agree to accept $500| from Robert J. 
Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to be influenced and 
rewarded in connection with the business, transactions, and series 
of transactions relating to the proposed zoning change and related 
approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT SIX 


The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 


paragraphs 2C and 2E of Count One. 


2. From on or about June 8, 1989, at Chicago, іп the 


Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, defendant FRED ROTI, being an agent of the City 


of Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand for their benefit, and 


did corruptly accept and agree to accept $3500 


Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to be 


from Robert J. 


influenced and 


rewarded in connection with the business, transactions, and series 


of transactions relating to the proposed zoning change and related 


approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code 


ГА 


Section 666. 


COUNT SEVEN 


The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 


paragraphs 2C and 2E of Count One. 
2. From on or about June 15, 1989, at 
Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


Chicago, in the 


defendants herein, defendant FRED ROTI, being an agent of the City 


of Chicago, did corruptly solicit and demand for their benefit, and 


did corruptly accept and agree to accept $3500 


from Robert J. 


Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to be influenced and 


rewarded in connection with the business, transactions, and series 


of transactions relating to the proposed zoning change and related 


approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 


COUNT EIGHT 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY furthe 


From on or about May 23, 1989, to on or abou 


r charges: 


t June 15, 1989, 


at Chicago, in the Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, did willfully, knowingly and unlawfully combine, 


conspire, confederate and agree to commit е 


xtortion, which 


extortion would obstruct, delay, and affect commerce, as 


"extortion" and "commerce" are defined in Title 1 


8, United States 


Code, Section 1951, in that they agreed among themselves to obtain 


$7500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said consent being 


induced under color of official right and by wrongful use of fear 


of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code 


, Section 1951. 


COUNT NINE . 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


From on or about June 5, 1989, at Chicago,| in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 
delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT TEN 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
From оп or about June 8, 1989, at Chicago,|in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 
delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT ЕҺЕУЕН 


Тһе SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 


From on or about June 15, 1989, at Chicago, 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, 


in the Northern 


defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 


to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 


delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" an 


d "commerce" are 


defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 


did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 


consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 


use of fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code 


, 


Section 1951. 
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COUNT TWELVE 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 
paragraph 2D of Count One. 
2. On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago,| in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
defendant herein, did agree to give money to a person, with intent 
to influence and reward an agent of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County, in connection with the business, transactions, and series 
of transactions of the Court related to the selection of Associate 
Judges of the Circuit Court of Cook County; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 


Гей 
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COUNT THIRTEEN 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago, |іп the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
defendant herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed 
and affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section |1951, in that he 
solicited a payment for a relative of someone seeking to be 
selected as an Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, 


said consent being induced under color of official right and by 


wrongful use of fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT FOURTEEN 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
defendant herein, did use and cause the use of a facility in 
interstate commerce, namely interstate and foreign telephone 
facilities, with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on 
and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment and 
carrying on of extortion and bribery in violation of the laws of 
the United States and the State of Illinois, and thereafter did 
perform and attempt to perform acts to promote, manage, establish, 
carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment 


and carrying on of such bribery and extortion; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1952. 
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COUNT FIFTEEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 
paragraph 2D of Count One. 
2. In or about February, 1986, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
defendant herein, corruptly gave, offered and agreed to give money 
to the judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County|assigned to the 
case of People of the State of Illinois v. Michael Colella, 85 C 
325, with the intent to influence and reward the assigned judge in 
connection with the business, transactions, апа series of 
transactions before the court in the case of People of the State 
of Illinois v. Michael Colella, 85 C 325, the result of which had 
a value in excess of $5,000; 
In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
EASTERN DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


No. 

Violations: Title 18, 
United States Code, 
Sections 666, 1951, 1952, 
1962 


v. 


PASQUALE MARCY, also known 
as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI 


мМ. М5 М М М5 МАЕ МУ 


COUNT ONE 


The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY charges: 
1. At all times material to this indictment: 

(A) There were in force and effect criminal statutes of 
the State of Illinois involving bribery, including Illinois Revised 
Statutes, Chapter 38, Sections 33-1(а)-(е), the violation of which 
was punishable by imprisonment for more than one year. Chapter 38, 
Sections 33-1(a)-(d) provided as follows: 

33-1 Bribery 

$33-1. Bribery. A person commits bribery when: 


(a) With intent to influence the performance 
of any act related to the employment ог 
function of апу public officer, public 
employee, juror or witness, he promises or 
tenders to that person any property or personal 
advantage which he is not authorized by law to 
accept; or (b) With intent to influence the 
performance of апу act related %о the 
employment or function of any public officer, 
public employee, juror or witness, he promises 
or tenders to one whom he believes to be a 
public officer, public employee, juror or 
witness, any property or personal advantage 
which a public officer, public employee, juror 
or witness would not be authorized by law to 
accept; or (c) With intent to cause any person 
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to influence the performance of any act related 
to the employment or function of any public 
officer, public employee, juror or witness, he 
promises or tenders to that person any property 
or personal advantage which he ів not 
authorized by law to accept; or (а) НЕ 
receives, retains or agrees to accept апу 
property or personal advantage which he is not 
authorized by law to accept knowing that such 
property or personal advantage was promised or 
tendered with intent to cause him to influence 
the performance of any act related to the 
employment or function of any public officer, 
public employee, juror or witness; 


Prior to January 1, 1986, Chapter 38, Section 33-1(e) provided 


as follows: 


§33-1. Bribery. A person commits bribery 
when: 
(e) He solicits any property or personal 


advantage which he is not authorized by law to 
accept pursuant to an understanding that he 
shall influence the performance of any act 
related to the employment or function of any 
public officer, public employee or juror. 


At all times since January 1, 1986, Chapter 38, Section 33- 
1(е) provided as follows: 


§33-1. Bribery. A person commits bribery 
when: 


(e) He solicits, receives, retains, or agrees 
to accept any property or personal advantage 
pursuant to an understanding that he shall 
improperly influence or attempt to influence 
the performance of any act related to the 
employment or function of any public officer, 
public employee, juror or witness. 


(B) There was in force and effect a federal bribery statute, 


Title 18, United States Code, Section 666, that prohibited 


corruptly soliciting, demanding or accepting bribes in connection 
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with certain business before certain local government agencies, and 
that prohibited corruptly giving, offering, or agreeing to give 
such bribes. 

(C) There was in force and effect a federal statute, Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1951, that prohibited extortion and 
attempted extortion that affected interstate commerce through the 
wrongful use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm and 
under color of official right. 

(D) There was in force and effect a federal statute, Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1952, that prohibited the use of 
any facility in interstate or foreign commerce with intent to 
promote, manage, establish, carry on, or facilitate extortion or 
bribery in violation of federal or Illinois law. 

2. At all times material to this indictment: 

(A) Defendant PASQUALE MARCY held the position of 
Secretary for the First Ward Democratic Organization and principal 
stockholder of ANCO Insurance Co., Inc. 

(B) Defendant FRED ROTI was the Alderman representing 
the First Ward in the City Council of the City of Chicago. 

(C) The Chicago City Council was the legislative branch 
of the City of Chicago and was comprised of aldermen representing 
the 50 wards of the City. The City of Chicago received benefits 
in excess of $10,000 annually in federal funds under numerous 
federal programs. 


(1) The responsibilities of the aldermen in the 


City Council were wide-ranging, and included voting on proposed 


{ Ф 


changes іп zoning. 

(2) The First Ward, one of the 50 wards of the 
City, was located in and around the downtown, Chinatown, and Taylor 
Street areas. 

(D) The Circuit Court of Cook County was a governmental 
body authorized and empowered under the Constitution and laws of 
the State of Illinois to hear and decide various legal actions and 
proceedings arising in the County of Cook in the State of Illinois. 
The Circuit Court of Cook County received benefits in excess of 
$10,000 annually in federal funds under a program administered 
through the United States Department of Health and Human Services. 

(1) The Circuit Court of Cook County was divided 
into various divisions, including the following: 

(a) The Chancery Division of the Circuit Court 
of Cook County was responsible for hearing certain types of cases 
filed in the Circuit Court of Cook County, including cases seeking 
injunctions and/or temporary restraining orders. Included among 
these cases was Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, which was filed as 
part of an undercover investigation by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI). Robert J. Cooley, an attorney cooperating 
with the FBI, represented the defendant in that case. The 
plaintiff, the defendant and the attorney for the plaintiff were 
all FBI agents acting in undercover capacities. The dispute in 
Eldridge v. Carr was of a value in excess of $100,000. 

(b) The Criminal Division of the Circuit Court 


of Cook County was responsible for hearing criminal cases arising 
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in Cook County. Included among those cases were People of the 


State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, a case charging 


murder in which the defendant was acquitted in a bench trial in May 


1977; People of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow et al, 81 C 


4020, a case charging murder in which the defendants were acquitted 
in a bench trial in August, 1981; and People of the State of 
Illinois v. Michael Colella, 85 C 325, a case charging attempted 
murder and aggravated battery in which the defendant was acquitted 
in a bench trial in February, 1986. None of these criminal cases 
were part of any undercover investigation by the FBI. 

(2) Full Circuit Judges of the Circuit Court of 
Cook County were elected by the voting public and were agents and 
employees of the Circuit Court of Cook County. Тһе elected judges 
voted on others seeking the position of Associate Judge of the 
Circuit Court of Cook County. The full circuit judges voted on 
Associate Judges from a list of candidates selected by a committee 
of judges. Associate Judges in 1989 were paid $75,113 per year. 

(3) It was improper for a Circuit Court Judge, 
under the Code of Judicial Conduct, to accept money in exchange for 
the performance of judicial duties. It was also improper, among 
other things, for the judge to permit ex parte or other non- 
judicial communications to the judge concerning a pending 
proceeding, and it was improper for a judge to convey or permit 
others to convey the impression that they were in a special 


position to influence the judge. 


(E) The process of obtaining a zoning change in the City 


of Chicago included the review of the proposed change by the 
Department of Planning of the City of Chicago, review by the Zoning 
Committee of City Council of the City of Chicago, and then review 
by the City Council as a whole. Both in the zoning committee and 
in the council as a whole, aldermen deferred to the wishes of the 
particular alderman in whose ward the property is located. Іп the 
spring of 1989, the owners of a property located at 400 N. Racine 
legitimately sought a zoning change on their property, which was 
located in the First Ward. The value of the improvements sought 
to be made through the zoning change was in the millions of 
dollars. 

3. At all times material to this indictment, there was an 
"enterprise", as that term is defined by Title 18, United States 
Code, Section 1961(4), consisting of a group of individuals 
associated in fact known as "The First Ward", which included 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI, and which also included 
other members known and unknown to the grand jury. Тһе individual 
members of the enterprise frequently met at Counselor's Row 
Restaurant in Chicago. Among the purposes of the enterprise were 
obtaining money, obtaining and maintaining influence over official 
decisions, and exercising influence over official decisions. The 
enterprise engaged in, and its activities affected, interstate 
commerce. 

4. From in or about 1977, until on or about November 30, 
1989, at Chicago and elsewhere, in the Northern District of 


Illinois, 
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PASQUALE МАКСҮ, 

also known ав Pat Marcy, and 

FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, together with others known and unknown to the 
grand jury, being persons associated with the enterprise described 
in paragraph 3 above, did knowingly conspire and agree, together 
with others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, to conduct and 
participate in the conduct of the affairs of that enterprise, 
directly and indirectly, through a pattern of racketeering 
activity, as that term is defined in Title 18, United States Code, 
Section 1961, said racketeering activity consisting of multiple 
acts involving bribery under Illinois law, and interstate travel 
in aid of racketeering and extortion under federal law, as set 
forth in Count Two. 

5. It was part of the conspiracy that defendants PASQUALE 
MARCY and FRED ROTI did corruptly fix and agree to fix, on behalf 
of colleagues, business associates and others willing to pay the 
price, various official decisions, including the results in 
criminal bench trials, civil cases, zoning changes, and judicial 
appointments. 

6. It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1977, 
defendant PASQUALE MARCY and others directed and paid for the 
fixing of the murder charge in People of the State of Illinois v. 
Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, through a bribe to the judge hearing the 
case in order to insure Aleman's acquittal. 


75 It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1981, 


defendants PASQUALE MARCY, FRED ROTI, and others directed and 


accepted money to pay for the fixing of the murder charges in 


People of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al., 81 C 4020, 


through a bribe to the judge hearing the case in order to assure 
the acquittal of the defendants charged in that case. 

8. It was further part of the conspiracy that in 1986, 
defendant PASQUALE MARCY and others directed and accepted money to 
pay for the fixing of the attempted murder and aggravated battery 
charges in People of the State of Illinois v.Michael Colella, 85 
C 325, in order to assure Colella's acquittal. 

9. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
May, 1989 through October, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED 
ROTI took $10,000 in exchange for their assistance in obtaining a 
zoning change and related approvals for a property located at 400 
N. Racine, Chicago, Illinois. 

10. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
June and July, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY sold a Cook Sunt? 
Circuit Court Associate Judgeship in that he agreed to accept and 
tender a bribe from a relative of a person seeking a position as 
an Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, and then 
successfully made efforts to obtain a judgeship for that person. 

11. It was further part of the conspiracy that in or about 
June and July, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI agreed 
to accept and did accept bribes from Robert J. Cooley to tender to 
the judge assigned to Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and to another 


judge, in order to affect the result in that case, and then 


successfully made efforts to advise the assigned judge, through the 
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other judge, of how to handle the case. 

12. It was further part of the conspiracy that the 
conspirators would conceal, misrepresent and hide, and cause to be 
concealed, misrepresented and hidden, the existence, purpose and 
acts done in furtherance of the conspiracy. 

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 


1962 (а). 
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COUNT TWO 

The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 

1. The Grand Jury realleges and incorporates Бу reference 
paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of Count One of this indictment. 

2. From in or about 1977, until on or about November 30, 
1989, at Chicago and elsewhere, in the Northern District of 
Illinois, 

PASQUALE MARCY, 

also known as Pat Marcy, and 

FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, being persons associated with the enterprise 
described in paragraph 3 of Count One, did knowingly conduct and 
participate, directly and indirectly, in the conduct of the affairs 
of that enterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity, as 
that term is defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1961, 
which racketeering activity consisted of multiple acts involving 
bribery under Illinois law, and extortion and interstate travel in 
aid of racketeering under federal law. Specifically, the pattern 
of racketeering activity engaged in by defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI consisted of the following acts: 

RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 1 

In or about May, June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendants 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI, together with others known and 
unknown to the grand jury, did commit and cause to be committed 
bribery in violation of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., 
Chapter 38, Section 33-1, in that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 


FRED ROTI did commit the following acts, any one of which alone 
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constitutes Racketeering Act One: 

(A) On or about June 27-29, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI solicited and agreed to accept $10,000 pursuant to 
an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI would 
improperly influence or attempt to influence the performance of 
acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to 
the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and another judge, in 
violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(e). 

(B) On or about June 29, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $2500 
pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County assigned to the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and 
another judge, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 
33-1(e). 

(C) On or about July 7, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $3500 
pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County assigned to the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and 
another judge, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 


33-1(e). 


(D) Оп or about July 10, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 


FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept $4000 
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pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI would improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of 
Eldridge v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and another judge, in violation of 


Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(e). 


RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 2 

In or about May, June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendants 
PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did commit and cause to be committed 
bribery in violation of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., 
Chapter 38, Section 33-1, and extortion in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
Section 1951, in that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did 
commit the following acts, any one of which alone constitutes 
Racketeering Act Two: 

(A) From on or about May 23 to on or about June 15, 1989, 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did agree to accept $7500 
which defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized 
by law to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered 
with intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Sections 
5-1 et. seq. and 33-1(a). 

(B) On or about June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $500 which 


defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 
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to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Sections 
5-1 et. seg. and 33-1(а). 

(C) On or about June 8, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $3500 which 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 
to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Sections 
5-1 et. seg. and 33-1(а). 

(D) On or about June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did receive, retain and agree to accept $3500, which 
defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI were not authorized by law 
to accept, knowing that such money was promised and tendered with 
intent to cause defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI to 
influence the performance of acts related to a proposed zoning 
change and related approvals on the property at 400 N. Racine, 
Chicago, IL, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Sections 
5-1 et. seq. апа 33-1(а). 

(Е) From on or about May 23 to оп ог about June 15, 1989, 


defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI did willfully, knowingly 
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and unlawfully combine, conspire, confederate and agree to commit 
extortion, which extortion would obstruct, delay, and affect 
commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are defined in Title 18, 
United States Code, Section 1951, in that they agreed among 
themselves to obtain $7500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, 
said consent being induced under color of official right and by 
wrongful use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm, in 
violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 

(F) On or about June 5, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm, in violation 
of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 

(G) On or about June 8, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm, in violation 


of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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(H) Оп ог about June 15, 1989, defendants PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit 
extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and 
affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 
consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 
use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm, in violation 
of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 

RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 3 

In or about June and July, 1989, in Chicago, defendant 
PASQUALE MARCY, together with others known and unknown to the grand 
jury, did commit and cause to be committed bribery in violation of 
the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33- 
1, and extortion, in violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 1951, and 
interstate travel in aid of racketeering, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
Section 1952, in that defendant PASQUALE MARCY did commit the 
following Acts, any one of which constitutes Racketeering Act 
Three: 

(A) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
solicit and agree to accept money pursuant to an understanding that 
he shall improperly influence or attempt to influence the 
performance of any act related to the employment of any public 
officer, namely the selection of an Associate Judge of the Circuit 


Court of Cook County, in violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, 


Section 33-1(е). 
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(B) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt to commit extortion, 
which extortion would have obstructed, delayed and affected 
commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are defined in 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that he solicited 
a payment from a relative of someone seeking to be selected as 
Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, said consent 
being induced under color of official right and by wrongful use of 
actual and threatened fear of economic harm, in violation of Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1951. 

(C) On or about June 27, 1989, defendant PASQUALE MARCY did 
use a facility in interstate and foreign commerce, namely 
interstate and foreign telephone facilities, with intent to 
promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate extortion and 
bribery in violation of the laws of the United States and the State 
of Illinois, and thereafter did perform and attempt to perform acts 
to promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate extortion 
and bribery in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 
1951 and Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(е); all in 
violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1952. 

RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 4 

In or about 1985 and 1986, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY, together with others known and unknown to the grand jury, 
did commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation of the 
Illinois Bribery Act, 111. Rev. Stat. Chapter 38, Section 33-1, 


in that defendant PASQUALE MARCY did commit the following act, 
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which constitutes RACKETEERING АСТ FOUR. 

(A) In or about 1985 and 1986, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept money 
pursuant to an understanding that defendant PASQUALE MARCY would 
improperly influence or attempt to influence the judge of the 
Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the trial of People of the 
State of Illinois v. Michael Colella, 85 C 325, in violation of 
Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(е). 

RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 5 

In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE MARCY and 
FRED ROTI, together with others known and unknown to the grand 
jury, did commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation 
of the Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 
33-1, and interstate travel in aid of racketeering in violation of 
18 U.S.C. Section 1952, in that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED 
ROTI did commit the following acts, any one of which alone 
constitutes RACKETEERING ACT FIVE: 

(A) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI solicited and agreed to accept approximately $75,000 
which they were not authorized by law to accept, pursuant to an 
understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY and FRED ROTI would 
influence the performance of acts of the Judge of the Circuit Court 
of Cook County assigned to the case of People of the State of 
Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al., 80 С 4020, in violation of 111. 
Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(e). 


(B) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
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and FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept 
approximately $40,000 which they were not authorized by law to 
accept, pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI would influence the performance of acts of the Judge 
of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of People 
of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al. 80 C 4020, in 
violation of 111. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(е). 

(C) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI solicited, received, retained and agreed to accept 
approximately $35,000, which they were not authorized by law to 
accept, pursuant to an understanding that defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI would influence the performance of acts of the Judge 
of the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of People 
of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al. 80 C 4020, in 
violation of 111. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(е). 

(D) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE MARCY 
and FRED ROTI, with the intent to influence the performance of any 
act related to the employment of a public officer, namely the 
conduct and decision by the judge assigned to the trial of People 
of the State of Illinois v. Lenny Chow, et al., 80 C 4020, promised 
and tendered money to that judge, which the judge was not 
authorized by law to accept, in violation of 111. Rev. Stat., 
Chapter 38, Section 33-1(a). 

(E) In or about 1981, in Chicago, defendants PASQUALE МАКСУ 
and FRED ROTI did cause Robert J. Cooley to travel in interstate 


commerce, with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on and 


18 


facilitate the promotion, management, establishment, and carrying 
on, of bribery in violation of the laws of the State of Illinois, 
Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Sections 33-1(a) and (e), and 
thereafter did perform and attempt to perform acts to promote, 
manage, establish, carry оп, апа facilitate the promotion, 
management, establishment, and carrying on, of bribery in violation 
of the laws of the State of Illinois, in violation of Title 18, 
United States Code, Section 1952. 
RACKETEERING ACT NUMBER 6 

In or about 1976 and 1977, in Chicago, defendant PASQUALE 
MARCY, together with others known and unknown to the grand jury, 
did commit and cause to be committed bribery, in violation of the 
Illinois Bribery Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33 3- 
1, in that defendant PASQUALE MARCY did commit the following acts, 
any one of which alone constitutes RACKETEERING ACT SIX: 

(А) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence the performance 
of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
officer, namely the conduct and decision by the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harry 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, promised $10,000 to Robert J. Cooley, which 
money he was not authorized to accept, in violation of Ill. Rev. 
Stat., Chapt. 38, Section 33-1(с). 

(B) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence the performance 


of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
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officer, namely the conduct and decision by the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harry 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, promised and tendered $2500 to Robert J. Cooley, 
which money he was not authorized to accept, in violation of 111. 
Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(с). 

(C) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, with 
the intent to cause Robert J. Cooley to influence the performance 
of an act related to the employment and function of a public 
officer, namely the conduct and decision by the trial judge 
assigned to the trial of People of the State of Illinois v. Harry 
Aleman, 76 C 6958, promised and tendered $7500 to Robert J. Cooley, 
which money he was not authorized to accept, in violation of Ill. 
Rev. Stat., Chapter 38, Section 33-1(с). 

(D) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, 
together with others known and unknown to the grand jury, with 
intent to influence the performance of an act related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 
decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial of People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman 76 C 6958, promised $10,000 to 
that judge, which money he was not authorized to accept, in 
violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 33-1(а). 

(E) Іп or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE МАКСҮ, 
together with others known and unknown to the grand jury, with 
intent to influence the performance of an act related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 


decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial of People of the 
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State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, tendered $2500 to 


that judge, which money he was not authorized to accept, in 
violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 33-1(а). 

(F) In or about 1976 and 1977, defendant PASQUALE MARCY, 
together with others known and unknown to the grand jury, with 
intent to influence the performance of an act related to the 
employment and function of a public officer, namely the conduct and 
decision by the trial judge assigned to the trial of People of the 
State of Illinois v. Harry Aleman, 76 C 6958, tendered $7500 to 
that judge, which money he was not authorized to accept, in 
violation of Ill. Rev. Stat., Chapter 33-1(а). 


All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 


1962(c). 
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COUNT THREE 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates іп this Count 
paragraph 2D of Count One. 
2. In or about June and July, 1989, at Chicago, in the 
Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, corruptly agreed to give $2500 to the judge of 
the Circuit Court of Cook County assigned to the case of Eldridge 
v. Carr, 89 CH 03732, and to another judge, with intent to 
influence and reward the assigned judge and the other judge in 
connection with the business, transactions, and series of 
transactions before the Court in the case of Eldridge v. Carr, 89 
CH 03732; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT FOUR 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 
paragraphs 2B, 2C and 2E of Count One. 

2. On or about May 23, 1989 to on or about June 5, 1989, at 
Chicago, in the Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 

also known as Pat Marcy, and 

FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did corruptly solicit and demand for their 
benefit, and agree to accept $7500 from Robert J. Cooley, intending 
for defendant FRED ROTI to be influenced in connection with the 
business, transactions, and series of transactions relating to the 


proposed zoning change and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, 


Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT FIVE 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates in this Count 
paragraphs 2B, 2C and 2E of Count One. 
2. On or about June 5, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did corruptly solicit and demand for their 
benefit, and did corruptly accept and agree to accept $500 from 
Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to be 
influenced and rewarded іп connection with the business, 


transactions, and series of transactions relating to the proposed 


zoning change and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT SIX 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury realleges and incorporates іп this Count 
paragraphs 2B, 2C and 2E of Count One. 
2. On or about June 8, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did corruptly solicit and demand for their 
benefit, and did corruptly accept and agree to accept $3500 from 
Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to be 
influenced and rewarded іп connection with the business, 
transactions, and series of transactions relating to the proposed 


zoning change and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT SEVEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury геа11едев and incorporates in this Count 
paragraphs 2B, 2C and 2E of Count One. 
2. On or about June 15, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did corruptly solicit and demand for their 
benefit, and did corruptly accept and agree to accept $3500 from 
Robert J. Cooley, intending for defendant FRED ROTI to Бе 
influenced and rewarded іп connection with the business, 


transactions, and series of transactions relating to the proposed 


zoning change and related approvals for 400 N. Racine, Chicago, IL; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT EIGHT 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 

From on or about May 23, 1989, to on or about June 15, 1989, 
at Chicago, in the Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 

also known as Pat Marcy, and 

FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did willfully, knowingly and unlawfully combine, 
conspire, confederate and agree to commit extortion, which 
extortion would obstruct, delay, and affect commerce, ав 
"extortion" and "commerce" are defined in Title 18, United States 
Code, Section 1951, in that they agreed among themselves to obtain 
$7500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said consent being 
induced under color of official right and by wrongful use of actual 


and threatened fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT NINE 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 5, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern District 
of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 
delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 


consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 


use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT TEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 8, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern District 
of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 
delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 


consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 


use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT ELEVEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 15, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, and 
FRED ROTI, 
defendants herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, 
delayed, and affected commerce, as "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that they 
did obtain $3500 from Robert J. Cooley, with his consent, said 


consent being induced under color of official right and by wrongful 


use of actual and threatened fear of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT TWELVE 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
1. The grand jury геа11едев and incorporates in this Count 
paragraph 2D of Count One. 
2. On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, 


defendant herein, did agree to give money to a person, with intent 
to influence and reward an agent of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County, in connection with the business, transactions, and series 
of transactions of the Court related to the selection of Associate 


Judges of the Circuit Court of Cook County; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666. 
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COUNT THIRTEEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, 


defendant herein, did knowingly, willfully and unlawfully attempt 
to commit extortion, which extortion would have obstructed, delayed 
and affected commerce, as the terms "extortion" and "commerce" are 
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951, in that he 
solicited a payment from a relative of someone seeking to be 
selected as an Associate Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County, 
with his consent, said consent being induced under color of 
official right and by wrongful use of actual and threatened fear 
of economic harm; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 
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COUNT FOURTEEN 
The SPECIAL OCTOBER 1990-1 GRAND JURY further charges: 
On or about June 27, 1989, at Chicago, in the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 


PASQUALE MARCY, 
also known as Pat Marcy, 


defendant herein, did use and cause the use of a facility in 
interstate commerce, namely interstate and foreign telephone 
facilities, with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on 
and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment and 
carrying on of extortion and bribery in violation of the laws of 
the United States and the State of Illinois, and thereafter did 
perform and attempt to perform acts to promote, manage, establish, 
carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment 
and carrying on of such bribery and extortion; 


In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1952. 
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Department of Justice 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE AG 
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1990 202-514-2007 
(TDD) 202-514-1888 


CHICAGO, І11,-- Attorney General Dick Thornburgh today urged 
Illinois’ state and local prosecutors to help push tough new 
anti-crime legislation through the next session of Congress. 

“Legislation is needed to help law enforcement across the 
nation in our efforts to put criminals behind bars and to ensure 
that punishment imposed will be punishment served,” Thornburgh 
said in remarks before the Illinois States’ Attorneys 
Association. 

“At a time when the country is plagued by drug crime and 
gang warfare and at a time when the American people are demanding 
stronger criminal sanctions, it is no time for Congress to look 
the other way.” 

The Attorney General said the Bush administration would be 
seeking congressional action in the following areas: 

-- Curbing abuse of the federal habeas corpus procedures, 
which has seen the number of state prisoners seeking post- 
conviction relief rise from a total of 537 in 1945 to nearly 
11,000 in 1989. 

-- Restoration and expansion of an enforceable death 


penalty for the most serious federal crimes. 


(MORE) 
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-- Creating а "good faith” exception to the exclusionary 
rule in cases where warrants are not required and where the 
conduct of a police officer was reasonable. 

=< Requiring drug testing of federal offenders on post- 
conviction release, such as probation and parole, to ensure that 
they do not return to the drug-dependent life style which often 
prompted their criminal activity in the first piace. 

"These four provisions alone would erase countless loopholes 
in the deterrent capacity of the law and place the rights of 
victims on a par with those persons who have been properly 
accused of criminal behavior,” Thornburgh said. ”Еог too long we 
have seen legal technicalities set violent felons free, while 
convicted murderers have used outdated procedures to clog our 
appeals courts and dodge society’s verdict.” 

Thornburgh urged approval of these proposals "to protect 
what I have long considered to be the first civil right of every 
American -- the right to be free from fear in our homes, on our 
streets and in our communities." 
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United States Attorney 
Northern District of Illinois 


Dirksen Federal Building 
2/0 South Dearborn Street, Room 1500 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 


January 4, 1991 


- b7C 
Winston & Strawn 
35 W. Wacker Drive 


Chicago, Illinois 60601 


Re: U. S. v. Fred Roti and Pat Marcy 


Pursuant to Local Rule 2.04 enclosed please find the following 
cassette tapes and rough draft transcripts as follows: 


1. 
2. 


6. b6 
7. bp7C 
8. b7D 


29. 

30. ь6 
31. ъ7с 
32. b7D 
33. 

34. 


Also enclosed is a copy of a December 7, 1989 report of 
laboratory examination relating to the handwriting of Fred B. Roti. 


Also enclosed is a copy of the City of Chicago Zoning 


Committee File which relates to the Zoning change described in 
Count One (pages 5 and 6) of the indictment. 


Also enclosed are tape recordings taken from an electronically 
monitored phone at| | These recordings 


are as follows: 


ыз 
1. ъв 
2. ъ7с 
3% 
4. 
5. 
6. 
ыз 


Other materials, including copies of the case files іп i 
People v.[ ^ 7] People м. | | and People v. along 
with other materials relating to e Title III at 
are available upon request. - 


Very truly yours, 


FRED FOREMAN 
United States Attorney 


b6 
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Assistant United States Attorney 
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U.S. DepartmemPof Justice 


United States Attorney 
Northern District of Illinois 


#5 


Dirksen Federal Building 

219 South Dearborn Street, Room 1500 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
January 8, 1991 


b6 
b7C 
53 West Jackson Blvd. 
Suite 1420 
Chicago, IL 60604 


Winston & Strawn 
35 West Wacker Drive 
Chicago, IL 60601 


ВЕ: U.S. v. Pat Marcy 
and Fred Roti 
No. 90 CR 1045 


Gentlemen: 


Enclosed please find a copy of the case file in vs. 
89 CH 03732. 


Very truly yours, 


FRED FOREMAN 
United ey 
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U.S. Department of | Justice 


United States Attorney 
Northern District of lllinois 


%6 


Dirksen Federal Building 

219 South Dearborn Street, Room 1500 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 i 
January 8, 1991 


| b6 
inston & Strawn 


35 West Wacker Dr 
Chicago, IL 60601 


221 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 3800 
Chicago, IL 60601 


RE: U.S. v. 
No 90 C 
Gentlemen: 


Pursuant to local Rule 2.04 enclosed please find the following 
materials: 


1. Cassette tapes and rough draft transcripts as follows: 
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Copy of the case 88 CH 6337. e 
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3. Application for ап Order authorizing interception of oral 
communications and accompanying exhibits and court order. 


By way of notice the government represents that on| rer b3 
the government applied for and obtained ап order b6 


authorizing the continued interception of oral communications оп b7C 


Also enclosed please find cassette copies of the only 


conversations intercepted in pursuant to 
the Order. Once such conversation occurred on 
Very truly yours, 


FRED FOREMAN 
United States Attorney 


| | b6 
Assistant United States Attorney b7C 
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Memorandum 
To : SAC, CHICAGO (183B-2181) Date 1/8/91 

| b6 
Subject: GAMBAT 


Attached hereto is a copy of each of the prosecutive 
memos pertaining to the indictments handed down in the above- 
captioned matter on 12/19/90. 
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